
Customers within the two trial switches that can currently originate ISDN circuit switched

data calls to the portable NXXs will be denied that capability for the duration ofthe trial.

NYT is concerned about the impact this will have on customer service and customer

perception of the quality of service. There is currently no acceptable existing or planned

solution to this problem.

nco Coil InteActiol PrQblem, With 316/10 Dicit TDP,

Like AR, AC and ISDN data calls; coin calls (all calls made from NYT public phones) to

portable NXXs in one ofthe trial switches will ignore the IDP and attempt to complete

the call to the ported-from switch, unless the IDP is in the same switch as the call

origination, in which case the call will receive a denial treatment. Either way the call will

not complete. This is an issue in one ofNYT's trial switches. In the other switch coin

calls will process normally unless the IDP is in the same switch or if the number is ported,

in either case the call will not complete.

llD. Alternative O,ea Locatiop Problem'

The two alternatives in the CPC proposal offered for identifying the query status are not

feasible in the NYT network. Nor would they be feasible in any widespread deployment

ofLNP.

The first alternative is to note the CPC provided, if it is the NYT CPC then it has been

queried. This alternative would require sending ten digits to all end office switches in the
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network. For maximum efficiency in routing, signaling and call setup timing, NYT sends

only seven digits to all end office switches in its network The loss in efficiency and

increased trunking requirement are neither practical nor could they possibly be

implemented in time for this trial. The network will continue to utilize seven digit

signaling. Therefore NYT will not receive the CPC in the end office.

The second alternative is to somehow identify the incoming trunk group as carrying either

"queried" or "non-queried" calls. This too is not feasible for this trial. Iteroffice trunking

is currently designed to carry all forms oftraffic from all types ofinterconnecting carriers:

interexchange carriers, competitive local exchange carriers and cellular carriers. This

common trunking network is highly efficient. Implementation ofseparate trunking for

portable calls would be inefficient and impractical for this trial.

ill. NYT DeveloplllDtaI Requirement.

NYT, based on the above implementation plan, has been investigating the capability of

providing the CPC functionality with its equipment vendors. So far there is one area

where development is required for the switch. That is, switch development for CPC to

NPA translation is needed. However, because ofthe complexity ofLNP, the lack of

experience with AIN functionality and the limited time NYT has had to investigate the

feasibility ofthe proposed solution, it is possible other requirements will surface.
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The two basic additional functionalities required for CPC call processing are as follows:

First, participating switches need to have the ability to perform an AIN 0.1 query to the

LNP data base based on an NPA-NXX trigger. Although AIN 0.1 is a new technology

and is currently in limited deployment in NYT switches, NYT is confident that this

functionality will be available in time to satisfy the trial requirements.

Second, participating networks need the ability to route a call based on the 10 digit

response received from the LNP database. This need can be further examined from both

an interswitch and intraswitch perspective. Since it is standard routing procedure to route

a call to a particular trunk group based on the Called Party Number (CedPN) there does

not seem to be an issue for interswitch calls. That is, a call from one switch to another or

through another can be routed to the proper trunk group based on the CPC and CedPN

that results from the database query.

However, call processing is more complicated when the CPC-NXX is within the switch

that is routing the call. On intraswitch calls, the query will provide the CPC-NXX that

indicates that the call belong to the same switch. The switch must convert the CPC-NXX

back to an NPA-NXX to compete the call. A solution to this need is the capability for the

LNP data base to send a "Continue" message in response to the query, indicating to the

switch that the call was intraswitch. The switch could then process the call normally, but

since the response is in the form ofCPC-NXX-xxxx, the terminating switch needs the
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capability to translate the CPC back to an NPA so that nonnal translations could be

utilized to complete the intraswitch call.

One ofthe NYT switches participating in the trial does not currently have the ability to

translate the CPC to the NPA in the terminating switch. Without this capability the

terminating switch will not be able to complete calls to non-ported customers in portable

NXXs. This will require software development.

There should be no impact during the trial to existing NYT customers ifthe additional

software is developed and deployed. Without the additional software every call to a non­

ported customer in a portable NXX would not complete. In summary, it is likely that the

functionality required can be developed by the switch vendor to the level where it would

be able to be deployed in a switch serving existing customers. The development

timeftame however could potentially impact the trial start date.

IV. Cost & Feasibility Impacts

The following estimates are based on current information on the CPC proposal. Dialogue

is continuing with the MCI Metro and the switch vendors to further understand the

impacts ofthe trial. Any new infornation that changes these estimates will be provided as

they become available.

IVA. Switch
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NYT, along with one ofthe switch vendors, estimates the overall cost addressing the

switch and some AIN development issues will be between $250,000 and $500,000 and

will require a 6 to 9 month timeframe for resolution. This cost and timeframe will provide

the ability to convert the CPC to an NPA as defined in Section IT above and will allow

TCAP messages to ignore the TOP as defined in Section IC above in one ofthe NYT trial

switches. (Although NYT does not support the TCAP feature, the vendor indicated that

both capabilities would be part ofthe development effort.)

NYT's equipment vendor has indicated that the cost and timeframe are not finn. Due to

the short timeframe NYT was given to provide this information, a more precise estimate is

not yet available. As noted above, NYT does not intend to deploy the functionality which

allows the TCAP message to ignore the TOP. Therefore, the cost and development

timeframe quoted may decrease if this functionality is not purchased, or increase ifa better

solution is provided and is available from both switch vendors.

It is likely that NYT will be able to provide the switch development required for proper

call processing in approximately the trial timeframe. It is, however, not likely that NYT

will be able to provide the AIN development required to provide the proper AR &. AC

feature, data and coin functionality in the trial timeframe. These developments require

resolution of standards issues and vendor development beyond the timeframe for this trial.

IYB. Manpower
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There is currently no clear definition ofthe scope and scale ofthe trial. A Technical

Subcommittee has been formed to begin addressing these issues. Currently the quantity of

ported customers is unknown, the number and identity ofthe participating carriers are

unknown, the trunk interconnection plan is unknown, signaling load is unknown, etc.. All

of these issues will have a major impact on the NYT resources required.

While the issues yet to be resolved by the Technical Subcommittee will impact the

manpower resources required, the following is an estimate ofthe quantity and function of

people required and the amount oftheir time that would be required. This should be

considered the minimum requirements.

FUNCTION
EngIProj Mng - Mgmt
Carrier SvclProj Mng - Mgmt
Opertrrans et Mtoc - NonMgmt
Opertrrans et Mtnc - Mgmt
Carrier SvclOper-eLEC Interface - Mgmt
Eng/Ntwk Ping - Mgmt
EnglSw Impl- Mgmt
EnglSgnl Impl- Mgmt
Engtrrans - Mgmt
IS/Billing - Mgmt
IS/OSS - Mgmt

NUMBER OF
PEOPLE

1
1
2
2
2
5
2
1
2
2
2

SPANOFTlME
REQUIRED

18mon
18mon
9mon
9mon
9mon
9mon
9mon
9mon
9mon
3mon
6mon

PERCENT OF TIME
REQUIRED

50'AI
50'AI

50'AI-75%
25%

50'AI-75%
15%
25%
25%
25%
15%
15%

With regards to the Span ofTime Required the following assumptions were made:

• 18 mos. - This would be a person involved since the RFP process began and will

continue through the trial and post-trial evaluation.

• 9 mos. - This is a person required for the duration ofthe trial as well as some time

before and after for planning and post-trial resolution.
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• 6 mos. /3 mos. - A support person who's required during the 18 month interval but

not necessarily the trial months and not necessarily consecutive months.

NYT estimates cost for manpower is 5958,000.

WC. SipaliDI Hardwin

Currently the existing B-links between the NYT STPs (White Plains and 37th St.) and the

MCI STPs (Aberdeen, Maryland and West Orange, NJ) are operating above engineered

capacity. Additional links will need to be added to accommodate the LNP queries. If

MCI decides to increase the link capacity and they are capable ofrouting the queries to

the MCImetro SCP then there should be no additional signaling requirements.

However, if the link capacity is not increased, NYT could incur hardware and facilities

cost. Since MCImetro has not decided which of its STPs will be used for the trial, the

facilities cost cannot be estimated. The cost for the hardware is 528,000.

V. NYT View of tbe LoBI Term Vilbility of the MCImetro Solution

NYT does not believe that the CPC solution is viable as a long term solution for

widespread deployment because: (1) it requires switch development to translate a CPC to

an NPA and to distinguish a CPC from an NPA, (2) it cannot evolvable to location

portability, (3) it does not have an acceptable method for determining the query status of

an incoming call to the ported-from switch thus requiring a (potentially unnecessary)

query at the ported-from switch, (4) there is no acceptable method for proper routing of
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feature associated TCAP messages, and (5) the SCP is limited in its capabilities because it

cannot return a "Continue" message or perform GTTs.

The capability ofAdvanced Intelligent Network (AIN) technology to hold a call in

progress while querying a data base for. further routing information is clearly the platform

from which LNP should be built. However, the triggers and parameters as currently

defined are not adaptable to LNP. Standards bodies, such as TISI, with the support of

industry members would need to define and develop the new triggers and parameters.

It has been suggested that Intelligent Network (IN) technology may be better suited for

LNP. However, it is more likely that an IN solution will rely on vendor development

without standards development. In other words, the switch vendors will be designing the

desired functionality from feature definitions provided by its various individual customers

as opposed to those provided by an industry standards body. Typically vendor

development can be achieved in a shorter timeftame. This may be why it seems to be an

attractive solution to some members ofthe industry. However the "custom" nature ofthe

vendor solutions also tend to be more costly and less flexible as needs evolve, whereas

AIN is an emerging technology with uniform standards that is designed to provide carriers

greater flexibility in routing, translations and the provisioning ofservices.

The fact that the CPC designates a carrier, rather than an end office, creates two

problems. The first problem is routing inefficiency, simply because a carrier can't identify
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the terminating end office ofanother carrier and therefore will have to deliver calls to the

tandem or perform additional translations that are not required today. Solutions for this

problem require at least three different vendor developments. NYT has encountered the

first one, CPC to NPA translation, in one of its trial switches and it is detailed in section

ill above. The second development is not an issue for the trial but will become an issue if

the CPC solution is deployed on a long term basis. To a telecommunications network,

CPCs are indistinguishable from NPAs. For the trial, the committee has decided to use

CPCs that are not currently assigned as NPAs. It would only be a matter of time (2-5

years) before CPCs and NPAs start conflicting. At this point switches would require the

capability to distinguish a CPC from an NPA and route accordingly. Since this

development would be required within the translations tables ofthe switches it is likely

that this would be vendor, rather than standards, development. The third development

needs to be done in the ported-to switch. Today, most switches have a limit on the

number ofNXX codes they can include in their translations tables. One ofthe trial

switches can handle 250 NXX codes. There are potentially 800 NXX codes per NPA

The actual number ofassignable NXX codes would, ofcourse, be slightly less. Therefore,

as numbers move from provider to provider and switch to switch within an NPA, switches

may theoretically need to accommodate this many NXX codes per switch. As the industry

grows and the need to open more than 250 NXX codes arises, the switches' translation

tables will be incapable ofhandling this amount ofportable NXX·codes. A more robust

solution would have created both a carrier designation and a network designation that

were independent ofthe actual telephone number.
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The second problem is that the CPC proposal is not evolvable to location portability.

CPC-NXX routing is no different than NPA-NXX routing once the call is within the

service provider's network. That is, routing is based on geography whereas location

portability requires that the number be separated from its geographic location.

VI. CODdusioD

NYT estimates the total costs for the Company's participation in the New York Local

Number Portability Trial utilizing the MClmetro CPC solution to be between 51.2M and

SI.5M for which NYT would require cost recovery treatment. These cost involve

between S250,000 and 5500,000 for switch development for CPC to NPA translation and

resolution ofAIN problems with Automatic Recall and Automatic Callback feature denial;

$958,000 for manpower requirements; and S28,000 for signaling network hardware. The

cost of the resolution ofAIN problems with ISDN circuit switched data terminations and

coin terminations are unknown at this time.

NYT will continue to work in good faith to support the trial, however, we question the

long term viability ofthe MClmetro solution. Assuming the trial participants can

successfully address the issues identified above as well as other issues which may surface,

NYT believes that the MClmetro solution may work in the planned trial construct with a

limited number of switches, NXXs, locations, CLECs, and customers. However it is

apparent that this solution cannot be utilized for full scale number portability deployment.
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Further, although the trial architecture addresses number portability among service

providers and allows CLECs to offer their customers location portability within their

service areas, it does not offer such customers the same location portability ifthey

subsequently choose to change service providers. We urge the trial participants to

consider the customers need for true number portability including service and location

portability.
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Lawrence J. Chu
Director
Regulatory Planning

July 27, 1995

Mr. YogVarma
ChiefSystem Planner, Communications Division
State ofNew York Department ofPublic Service
Three Empire State Plaza
Albany, NY 12223-1350

Dear Mr. Vanna,

@
New'brt<TeIephone
AN'f.-x Company

1095 Avenue of the Amencas. Room 3429
New York. New York 10036
Phone (212) 395-1209

During Tuesday's meeting with you and members ofyour staR: New York Telephone's Tom McGarry

elaborated on a number of issues that have surfaced in connection with the Local Number Portability

(LNP) trial including:

• The CPC solution does not provide the query status ofthe call to the ported from switch. This

results in additional queries to the data base.

• For one ofthe trial switches, intra-switch calls from NYT public coin phones to portable NXXs

served by that trial switch will not complete.

• Intra-switch ISDN B channel data calls from NYT customers to portable NXXs served by that

trial switch will not complete and inter-switch ISDN B channel data calls from NYT customers

served by other switches to ported telephone numbers served by a trial switch will not complete.

• Intra-switch Automatic Callback feature activation attempts by NYT customers to the portable

NXXs served by a trial switch will be denied and inter-switch Automatic Callback feature

activation attempts by NYT customers served by other switches to ported telephone numbers

will be disrupted.

NYNEX Recycles



• Intra-switch Automatic Recall feature activation attempts by NYT customers to the portable

NXXs served by a trial switch will be denied and inter-switch Automatic Recall feature

activation attempts by NYT customers served by other switches to ported telephone will be

disrupted.

• NYT expressed reservations about the viability of the CPC solution for full sc~e number

portability deployment - New York Telephone believes that the MCImetro solution may

ultimately work in the planned trial construct with limited switches, NXXs, locations, CLECs

and customers but we continue to question its viability for long term widespread deployment ,

These problems are fully discussed in my July 21st lettert~ttenaude. In addition, the New York

LNP Trial Technical Subcommittee members are aware ofthese issues and we intend to provide them

with a detailed update at the scheduled August 9th meeting ofthe subcommittee.

Notwithstanding the issues and reservations stated above, New York Telephone will continue to support

the trial effort. However, based on the information available to us at the present time, we recommend

that the trial move forward to phase one deployment and that all issues which surface, including those

already identified, be addressed in a timely manner. We further recommend that, at the completion of

phase one, the committee evaluate the outstanding issues and consider the need for their resolution and

the need for any associated switch and/or database development prior to moving forward into phase two.

Ifyou have any questions or comments on this information, please call me on 212-395-1209 or your staff

can contact Bill Higgins on 212-395-0904
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STATE 0' HEW YOU

POSLIC SERVIa COMMISSION

At a ••••ion of the Public Service
Commi••:Lon held in the City of
Al~any on August 23 p 1995

eotetISSIOHBRS PUSD'1':
aarolcS A. Jerry, Jr., Cbaiman
Lis. Jto.enblWD
William ~. Cotter
John F. O'Hara

CASE 94-C·0095 - ProcMdiDg 011 MotiOll of the COIB1.a1= to
bull_ Iaau.et ..lated to the Continuing
ProriaiCID of 'OIl1ft%Rl lenice aDd to o.velop •
Pr-.ork for the '1'z1mait1cm to QoaIpetitiOl1 in
the Local RxcMnge Market.

()JU)D AO'1:a:azZ~ ftDI. OF
SDVICI: PIlOVIDD ••• PORTUILI'l'Y

III JGDA1"l'U AIm JtOCIIUTD

(I••u.a and effective September 25, 1995)

BY TJII CCMMISSIQJ1: .

1fWIber portability i. e.aazsti.l ~o the cltrftlcpJleDt of
vigoZ'O\\. local telepbaDe Mn'ice c~tition. In March 1995, the
Commi••ion direc~e4 that a .tuay of the feaaibility of a trial of
true nWlber portability aDd of the =-ta to regulatea utilities
of participatj,ng in the trial be uncSartaken in thia
proceecUng,JJ and we alao clirec:~ed co-1••10D scaff" to report
wi.th1n 150 c!ay. the result. of the f.a.i.b1l1ty et:u4y. Staff baa

reported back that: it haa been involved w1tb teD

telecommunication. compani.. in a collaborative proce•• for
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several montlw to implement a trial of -true" (data-baaed) number
poZ't~:Ll:Lty in the State. The trial partner. i ••ued a Request

for Proposal (RFP) on March 24, 1995. (A list of erial partners

appears in Appenc!ix I.) Six bids were reeeived., and two venclor.
were subsequently chosen by the trial partners to participate in
the trial. The UP and the vendor evaluaticn 1II&trix were created
through collaboration of the partners and the full con••naU8 of
each. A8 propo.ed, the trial will be in two service territories­
-one vendor COSInt.leo an4 Stratus C~uter) will work with
Roche.ter Telephone Corp. CRecheatar) aDd several new entrants
anc! interexchange carriers in Rochester1 the otbar (a cOZlSOrtiwa

of MCI Metro; Nortel, TaDdem COllINear., and DSC Cc.awUcati0n8)
will work with New York Telephone COInpaDy (nT) and ot.har new

entrants &DC1 interexchaz1ge carrier. in Manhattan.

The prope..4 trial i. .chac!uled to begin on 'ebzuary 1,

:1'96 and run for , tDOJ1t.h8. Local exchange carriere (other t.hua

Rocbe.t.er and 1fYT), inteZ'exc:bange carriers, and cellular carriers
would hav. two weeks aftu tAe iasuance of thia orcler to notify
the secretary .. to whether they would participate. The trial
will be cODC!ucted in three phaHa:lI

'baM Ii The firat pha.. will uae UDU.igDed central
office cocl.. in MaDMttUl &Dc! Roche.ter. Theee code. will ~

elivielee! by liDe_ number mcmg the trial participant.. The number.
will be portec:l between participating carrier. mel teat calla will

!:Nt placed to c1~trate the functioaaliey of the ciatabaae
platfoZ'1ft.

Ib". It; ~ .ecoDd pba8e of tbe trial will utilize

central office cocle8 currently iD \188.11 LiDe number. for
adta1ni.trative off1ce8 of tba trial participazlte which reside in

)J Actual teat plau an now ~1Dg developed Dy both the
MaDbatt.a:A aDd Rocheac.er trial te_.

V The Eaat 56th (Rxxa '35 aDd 318) aDCl aaat 37th Street -tUX.
210 anc! '22) offic•• baft been cho•• for Mu,b&ttaD while
the Stone stnet. office (lfUa 9'7, 2'2, and 325) haa been
chosen for Roche.ter.

-2-
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the trial central office. will be ported between carriers and the .
processing of ncrmal traffic will De evaluatea.

EM'. III; The third phue of the trial will te.t the

platform with cuatomer.. The trial participant.' cu.tomers, who
at the time of the trial are a••igned line number. out of trial
central office cocle., will be given the option of converting from
the interim number portability .olution that they currently u.e
<e.g., Remote <:all Forwarding) to the n\llDber portability clatab•••
solution. The trial participant. propo.e that at theenel of the
trial, cuatomer. wbe elected to partieipate will be converted
back to their previous ~nt.

IMQII prRD

m 'n" Ioshe.;ar Q sDt.'
NY'r .w.u.tted co • Int. DOtiDg that, although it i.

cotBitt.e4 to the trial, .=- tec::bftieal .hortcCIIiDg. have been
eliseovered which uy affect t.ba trial aDd the po••ible long-term
implementatiem of number portability. Specifically, HYT .tate.
that it hal identified .ome technical difficultie. a••ociated
with feature interaction u.ing the MCl Metro approach a.
currently propotleCl, which HY'r beli.... may Dot be reaolvecS before
the atart of the trial. The.. c!iffic:ultie. include a euatomer'.
inability to u.e call Retun aDd Auto JleJ)ial to reach portee!
number., the inability of call. fraa public pay pboDe. to be

completed to cu8toMn in ehe t ••t central office coc!e., ana the

inability to place IStlR data call. to the trial office.. MCI
Metro believe. that a ••rie. of propo.e4 temporazy ...8Ure. woulel
alleviate many, if DOt all of th••• prcblema, aDd it ancl NT1' are

workiZl9 to re.olve them more permanently. NYT 1. al.o concerned
that ~he trial platfonl will DOt allow migration to geographic
number portability.

Rocbester al.o .w.itt.d coanent. repriing tec:hDical
pro):)lemll relating to the cODCluct of a trial in it. service
territo*y, including call. to the trial office. interacting with
centrex and Direct Inward. Dialing t%"UD1c8 (DID) anet I:all. that are
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Operator-handled (0+, 0-). The proble~ ioentified by Rochester
are similar to those identified by NYT in that these features and

classes of service. do not interact with an Advanced Intelligent
Net.work CAIN} trigger. Tbe vendor haa proposed 801utiona to scme
of the.e problemll, but becau•• Rochascer believea thea. short.­
term me••ures would not be part of any long-term 8olut1on, it
que.ti.ona what purpose they can ••rve in an analysis of long-term
vial:»ility of number portuility. Because of tbe.e technical

problema, Rochester is concerned &bcut the impact. on customers

not involved in the trial and is le•• optimistic than the vendor
that the technical problems CaD be re_cUed by the trial start

date.
In addition to.tba tecbDical preble.., Roch••t.r a180

que.tiona the purpose of te.ting che OSIutelco database solution
since it i8 already being te.ted in seattlell. Rochescer does
not ):)elieve any additicmal releYaDt iDfoZ'IDAtion DOt available
from the S••ttle trial will .becc.e available in New York.
Finally, Rocbe.ter states that nUlllber portability ie a national
effort and it would prefer to yield to the Federal Communications
Coml\i••ion' e (Pcc)61 nUliber portability rulemaking
proceeding.)}

Ncme of th.se c~ts pZ'OVi4e8 • reason to delay thia
trial. Not all of t.he teclm1cal ~tera can be expected to be

fully worked out before the trial begiDa. Nh1le it ia pos.ible
that neither t.he Me Metro DOr the USIntelco/Stratua eolut1ona
will turn out to be the perfect long-tem aolution to the iawe

of number portability, ~ne of the purpoe•• of the crial i. Co
test ••aumpt:1ons and collect real data outside • laboratory

.1. OStDtelco and Stratus cc.puter iu conjunction '11th Electric
Lightwave, • coilpetitive local exchange carrier, are
coDduct1ng a trial in the seat.tle area.

V

1./

FCC Docket No. 95-116.

Although !locbeseer Wo~ staff on August 7, 1"5, that it
can no longer eupport the trial, t.he company later said -that
it will continue to work '11th all parti.. to develop a trial
arr.ugement t.hat i. more 8uitable for the Rocheater area and
protecc8 t.he !ncegr1ty of t.he necwork.
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.etting. This data will contribute eo our body of knowledge of

what will make local number portability viable in the long run.
For example, the technical que.tions rais.d by NYT and Rochester
are an indication of the lpecific i88ue. regarding deployment of
AIN which must be .ddr••••d by the various .witch manufacturers.
Solutions co the.. technical i ••ue. should lead to the· switching
etaudarclll modifications nec••eary to lIake local nullJ:)er
portabil.ity work. We will direct etaff, in c:onaultation with the
trial par=er., to repoR by January 1, 19", o~ the progre••
that baa been mad. in resolution of the.. technic.1i.aue.. W.
expect all trial pannus to coopezoate fully in this effort aDd

timely .ubmit th.ir C01lllllllDt. to at.aff. The report. should include

the .tep. being taka to euure ebat eervice to DOD-trial

customer. ia not adver.ely affected during the trial, .. well ae
a di8cuaaion of long-term number pcrtab1l1ty approachea aDd thll
r.levant ccmtext of the propo.ed trial withiD that framework.

Rocheater i. wrong to eugge.t that the USlntelco trial

in Hew York cSuplic:at.s the Seattle trial. The two erials are not

8UfficieDt1y .tailer to justify such. ccmcema. Moreover, the
Roche.ter trial will 1nvolft a IIIIch 1n'oacSer range of industry

participants ·ncb a. interexcbange canier. aDd cellular
carrier., where.. 111 ..attle the cmly participant. are Lace.

Racheatu bas reee-Dd.e4 tut 8tarting the trials
await the cODcl)&8ion of the FCC'a rul_kiDg proc..4i.ng. or:ue
nu.ber ponab11ity ia iD.tegral to ~ deftl~t of competition
in the local service market aDd, if tbe propoee4 trials will
serve to advanc. cc.petiticm in If.. York, chey muet aaove ahead.
It 8hou14 be noted that the pee: proceeding ia d••ign.d to gather

information.lJ' The Rotice of Propoaed Rulemaking, in fact,

r.cognize. that .tate regul.tor. have legitimate interests in the
developmen1: of number portability ancS encouragea in4ivicSual atat.

J,/ The PC:C: baa ..keel for iJlfo~eiOD OIl all forme of number
po~ability, geOgrapb1c 1ocati= portability, .ervice
provider portabil.ity, interia I'Ortability (call forwardi.ng,
etc.), .aneS sao and 900 .ervice c:od.e portability.
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triala becauae they will provide empirical eVidence and other
relevant information.

COlt: hcoyery

NYT anQ Rocheater both believe their continued
participation in the actual trial should. be contingent upon a
Commi••ion determination that the coata of the trial. are

recoverable under th.ir re~ctive regulatory incentive plan8 .
• ot.h the Roche8ter OpeD Market 'laD CaMP) aDd NYT' a Performance
Regulatory Plan contain proviai0ft8 relat.ed to loag-term number
portability. In bot.h ca.a, the development of a lODg-term

number portability .olution i. &n.integral part of each company's
overall incentive plan.

Rocha.ter baa ••ked for a detaniDation of how t~••

coaes, which it d... to be exogenou., couleS be r.covered under
the OMP. 'UDder the terma of the OMP, however, no provi.ion ia

made for recovery of exogaDOua COle., nor ia the cOIIIpaDY allowed
to d.f.r auch COlt... Thua, tMre i. DC nud for • _chani_ ),y

which Rocheatar can recover thea. co.ts.
NYT alao rai..eI the isn. of coat ncovery tre.tment.

As part of its PerfOZ'MftCl bgUlatory Plan, ft'l' ia entitled to
recover exogenoua coat changes, inclwUag inc:re•••• reaulting

from co.u.••ion 1IaDdat... IDUllUcb a. detailed co.t iI1fonsation

will not be available until the conclusion of the trial, however,

the trial .hould" pr.oc:eed ba••d 011 ehe preli1ll1nary coat ••ti..t ••

provided by 1fYT &Dc! Roch.ater.lJ The ia.u. of vAether aneS how

trial co.ts should be recovered by :MYT can be finally d.cided
after the result. of the trial are mown, and actual rather than

.atimated coata have been calculated.

J.J Iloc:heaeer haa .ati_tecl it. trial coata to be $712,000. NY"l'
haa estimated ita trial coata to be })etween $1.25 to $1.5
million.

-6-
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COIfCLtllIOlf

A 801id trial framework, baaed Oft in4ultry eon••naua,
haa been propoaed &Dc! will be approved, subject to moclification
after review of Staff', report on ehe resolution of technical
iaaues. The trial participant. are authorized to proceed with
ehe erial.

Th- Cgwi••ipp, or4tr.:

1. A ehr..-pba•• number portability trial
lNb81:ant1ally in ehe foZ'1D .ubaitted for Cc.ai••iOD review i.

authori••d to begin em ,ebruary 1, 1"', except .. it _y be

modified after review of staff'. report delcribed in order claua.
4.

2. Be" York 'l'elepbolut ~y aDd Roche.ter Telephone

Co~. are directed to c:cmtiDue to participate in aDd support the

trial.
3. Other local excbaDge, iDt.erexcbaDp, and cellular

carrier. are c1ire~e4 to cboe.. whether eo participate in the

trial and to notify til. secretary of their deciliOll within ewo
weeks after the i.,uance of thi. order.

4. Staff, in cODlUltaticm wiehtbe trial

participants, il· 41nc:te4 eo report Dr January 1, 199', on the

re.olution of any ~iD9 tec:lmical i.aue.. The report should

addre•• the long-tena viability of the I1U1IIbu portability

approach anc! iDclude e~ .tepa being takan to aD8ure that .ervice
to non-trial cu.tQB8r1 will not be adver.ely affected during the

trial.
5. Staff, in cODIUltaeiOD with the trial

participants, il directed to nbIlit • detailed report em the

trial re.u1t8 within three month8 after the conclusion of the
.ix-month trial. The :eport .ball include broad-gauge COlt

••timatel that could be used to det.~e the cost of d.ployi~g

databa.. technology to accomplish .ervice provide: number

portability .tatewide.

-7-
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6. New York Telephone Coaapany .hall .ubmit, wi~hin

three months of the conclu.ion of the trial, ehe actual coses
incurred for the conduct of the tri.al to permit iI futther
evaluation of ehe co.t recovery i ••ue•.

7 . This proceeding i.continued..
By the C01DlU••ion,

(Signed)
JOIIR C. CRARY

Secretary
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